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10/067,513 



Examiner 

Due Truong 



Applicant(s) 

LENCES ET AL 
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TsHORTeL STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) PROM 
THE MAYING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION.^ 

' earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

m Responsive to communication (s) filed on 29AgriL2QQ3 . 
' . .. . oC1K1 a, 2bM This action is non-final. 

2a)D This action is FINAL. ma » ore . nrnsecution as to the ments is 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E| Claim® hlantUUl is/are pending in the applicat.on. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) i*S and 8-13 is/are rejected. 

7) I2 Claim(s)£Z is/are objected to. 

BO Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requ.rement. 

Application Papers 

c*n The sDecification is objected to by the Examiner. 

,S z Cm « « — — - -~ *»» 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is. a;u w 

lf approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office act,on. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C.§§ 119 and 120 

13) D Ac k now.edgmentismadeofaclaimforforeign P r,ontyunder35U.S.C. § 119(a) ( 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

,.□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been receded. 

HO Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic pnonty under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) ( 

Attachment(s) 



!)□ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) qa8\ 
2 □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Rev.ew (P™-948 
3) □ information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 



4) □ interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) Q Other: 
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Application/Control Number: 10/067,513 
Art Unit: 1711 

DETAILED ACTION 
Double Patenting 

unjustified or improper timew,se exte J^J^^'SSJUl 1 

418 F2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A time v filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 32 (c) may oe 

37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 1-3,5 and 8-13 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-3, 12-14 and 
16-18 of U.S. Patent No. 6,362,280. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
they are no. patentably distinct from each other because the differences between the 
instant claims and the claims of the references are the emulsion light transmittance of 
the instant claims is included in that of the reference (at leas. 20% is included in a. leas. 
10%) and the instant claims do no. disdose the reaction rate of said maleic anhydride 
adding to said slarting material, whereas the claims of the reference do. 

However, they do disclose the same or similar product, an emulsfflble polyolefin 
wax, under the same conditions to form .he same or similar product. Therefore, if would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to select the reactants under 
conditions to form the same or similar products since they have been shown to be 
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effective in a similar system and thus would have been expected to provide adequate 
results. There is no showing of unexpected results derived from said selections. 

Claims 6-7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Duo Truong whose telephone number is 703-308-2437. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Seidleok can be reached on 703-308-2462. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 
for regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist wtrose telephone number is 703-308- 

DUC TRUONG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

May 23, 2003 



